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1. Introduction: Explanation of Parallel Processing and
Compar ability Testing

1.1 Purpose

This Comparability Criteria and Process document describes the general purpose and process
of comparability and outlines the specific tests and procedures for demonstrating comparability
of Language Census (R30-LC) data.

1.2 Document Format

This document includes a representation of the Language Census (R30-LC) form indicating areas
where comparability tests will occur. Following the form is an annotated list of those tests, as
well as the acceptable degree of variance for each test.

1.3 Intended Audience and Reading Suggestions

The primary audiences intended to read this document are:

1. CSIS-participating Local Education Agency (LEA) staff responsible for submitting the data
that will be aggregated to meet state reporting requirements.

2. The Cdlifornia Department of Education (CDE) staff responsible for transitioning the CDE
reporting system to the new State Reporting and Records Transfer System (SRRTS) and the
CDE staff responsible for certifying that the data are comparable.

3. CSIS Program Office staff responsible for aggregating the CSIS data into files that are to be
integrated by CDE with those of nonCSIS LEAS.

Readers may want to familiarize themselves with a number of previoudy published CSIS
documents including the the Spring 2003 Data Submission Requirements, the CSIS Data
Dictionary, Code Tables and Transmission File Formats. All of the documents are on the CSIS
web site, in the document library (http://www.csis.k12.ca.ug/library/).

Other useful materials while reviewing this document include the CDE Language Census
Instructions, which will be available for viewing or downloading in .PDF format on the Internet
in early January 2003 at (http://www.cde.ca.gov/demographics/coord/lc/Index.htm).

1.4 CDE-CSISComparability Process

1.4.1 Definition

Comparability isthe process of checking and verifying that data submitted through CSISis a
reasonable match to the data submitted through the CDE data collection that CSIS is replacing.
Comparability must be established by each LEA for each data collection that is transitioned to
CSIS. Establishing comparability begins with the LEA making a parallel submission,
representing a single time frame, of the relevant CDE data collection and CSIS. It is the intent
that in most cases a single parallel submission will result in comparability. Once an LEA has
established comparability with a data collection, the LEA submits that data only through CSIS.
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1.4.2 Purpose

Comparability isthe final “check” before an LEA discontinues a CDE data collection and moves
to CSIS. The process serves several important purposes, including the following:

For at least the next few years, data from both the traditional CDE data collection and CSIS
will be merged to create a single set of statewide data. It is extremely important that the data
can appropriately be merged and that CSIS-participating LEAS are neither disadvantaged nor
advantaged by submitting their data only through CSIS. Comparability should ensure that it
is appropriate to merge data from the two sources.

In most cases the data submitted through CSIS will be collected in a different way than data
submitted through the CDE data collection. A ssimple example is that English Learners
aggregated by CSIS will be calculated electronically by adding student records based on each
student’ s enrollment start and end dates, student’ primary language an student’s Special
program type while most CDE data collections rely on a“head count” conducted at a school
or district. Because methods of collection may vary widely, establishing that they may be
used to represent the same information is critical.

Most CSIS data originates in student records. The data are submitted through alocal “data
gate” and CSIS usually aggregates the data prior to transmitting it to CDE. There are
numerous opportunities for errors in transmission and aggregation and although testing
procedures will identify and correct most of these errors, the comparability process provides

afina check on the accuracy of the data.

Once an LEA is submitting student, staff and institution data through CSIS, it will be
extremely difficult and resource intensive to “track down” and correct data population errors.
Comparability should help ensure that the LEA and CSI'S procedures are complete and
accurate enough that data population errors do not occur.

1.4.3 Comparability Tests

Determination of comparability is based on applying a series of tests. Each test matches specific
datafields, aggregated data, or calculations of data from the CDE data collection and CSIS using
a published tolerance in matching the data. In some cases there may be no tolerances allowable
in the data. The tests are developed by CDE, with review and input from CSIS and participating
LEASs, and in the future should be published at |east three months prior to the final date for
paralel submission.

In most cases the tests will not be devel oped to match every data field of the CDE data collection
with CSIS data, but will focus on data fields that are used frequently, have a special rolein
determining funding or policy, or are sensitive by nature. The amount of tolerance will also vary
based on the use of the data.
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Comparability tests may change from one CSIS data submission to another, based on experience
using the tests, changes in the CDE data collection or the CSIS data dictionary, or general
knowledge gained in the implementation of CSIS. The modified tests would be applied to future
LEASs beginning comparability with a parallel submission. It is not the intent that an LEA that
had successfully completed a parallel submission would have to repeat a parallel submission
because of test changes.

1.4.4 Resolving Compar ability Discrepancies

In general, discrepancies between CSIS and CDE data on an applied test may be resolved by
being within tolerance range on that test. Discrepancies may also be resolved through a
resubmission of CSIS data prior to published submission deadlines. For a specific data collection
there may also be other methods of resolving discrepancies, as determined by CDE. The
methods and institutions for resolving discrepancies from this data collection are in section 4 of
this document.

1.45 The Comparability Agreement

The status of comparability is documented by a comparability agreement that is created for each
LEA for each CDE data collection. The terms of comparability are included in each agreement
and may be general in nature, specific to an LEA, and specific to CSIS. The agreement is signed
by the LEA superintendent, by CDE and either will be signed by CSIS or reference the role of
CSIS. If an LEA does not adhere to the terms of the agreement, CDE may find it necessary to
modify the terms of the agreement or even to revoke the agreement.
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2. Test Itemsand Criteria Used in Determining
Comparability for the Data Collection

Comparability Criteria for LCEN 2003 (v 1.1)

LCEN
Test Test Allowable Variances
Number
General Test

LCEN-1 |The schoolsfor which Language Censusrecords |No alowable variance
are submitted by CSIS are exactly those schools
that submitted through the traditional collection
process.

District Tests

LCEN-2 |For each LEA, exactly the same schoolsin CSIS | No allowable variance
and the traditional collection report no English
Learners (EL).

LCEN-3 | Thetotal number of ELs submitted through CSIS | 1. Any variance that is 1% or less.
is comparable to the total number submitted 2. Any variance of 2 or less. 3. Any
through the traditional collection. variance of 3 providing that it is not

greater than 5%.

LCEN-4 | Thetotal number of FEPs submitted through 1. Any variance that is 1% or less.
CSIS matches the total number submitted through | 2. Any variance of 2 or less. 3. Any
the traditional collection. variance of 3 providing that it is not

greater than 5%.

LCEN-5 |For each language in the district for which there | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
are three or more ELSs, the total number of ELsby 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
language submitted through CSIS is comparable | 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
to the number submitted through the traditional that it is not greater than 10%.
collection.

LCEN-6 |For each language in the district for which there | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.

are three or more FEPs, the total number of FEPs
by language submitted through CSISis
comparable to the number submitted through the
traditional collection.

2. Any variance of 2 or less.
3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
that it is not greater than 10%.
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submitted through CSIS is comparable to the
number submitted through the traditional
collection.

LCEN
Test Test Allowable Variances
Number
LCEN-7a | The total number of ELs for Kindergarten through | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
grade 6 submitted through CSIS is comparableto |2. Any variance of 2 or less.
the number submitted through the traditional 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
collection. that it is not greater than 10%.
LCEN-7b | The total number of ELsfor grades 7 through 8 | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
number submitted through the traditional 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
collection. that it is not greater than 10%.
LCEN-7c | The total number of ELsfor grades 9 through 12 | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
number submitted through the traditional 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
collection. that it is not greater than 10%.
LCEN-7d | The total number of ELs for ungraded students 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
number submitted through the traditional 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
collection. that it is not greater than 10%.
LCEN-8a | Thetota number of FEPs for Kindergarten 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
through grade 6 submitted through CSIS is 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
comparable to the number submitted through the |3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
traditional collection. that it is not greater than 10%.
LCEN-8b | The total number of FEPs for grades 7 through 8 | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.

2. Any variance of 2 or less.
3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
that it is not greater than 10%.
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English Mainstream Class - Parental Request
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the
number submitted through the traditional
collection.

LCEN
Test Test Allowable Variances
Number

LCEN-8c | The total number of FEPs for grades 9 through 12 | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
number submitted through the traditional 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
collection. that it is not greater than 10%.

LCEN-8d | The total number of FEPs for ungraded students | 1. Any variance that is 3% or |ess.
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
number submitted through the traditional 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
collection. that it is not greater than 10%.

LCEN-9a | The total number of EL students enrolled in 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
Structured English Immersion submitted through |2. Any variance of 5 or less.
CSISis comparable to the number submitted 3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
through the traditional collection. that it is not greater than 20%.

LCEN-9b | The total number of EL students enrolled in 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
Alternative Course of Study submitted through 2. Any variance of 5or less.
CSIS is comparable to the number submitted 3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
through the traditional collection. that it is not greater than 20%.

LCEN-9c | The total number of EL students enrolled in 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
English Mainstream Class - Students Meeting 2. Any variance of 5 or less.
Criteria submitted through CSIS is comparableto |3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
the number submitted through the traditiona that it is not greater than 20%.
collection.

LCEN-9d | The total number of EL students enrolled in 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.

2. Any variance of 5 or less.
3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
that it is not greater than 20%.
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LCEN
Test Test Allowable Variances
Number

LCEN-9e | The total number of EL students enrolled in Other | 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
Instructional Settings submitted through CSISis |2. Any variance of 5 or less.
comparable to the number submitted through the |3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
traditional collection. that it is not greater than 20%.

LCEN-10 | The total number of EL students enrolled in No alowable variance (this should
specific instructional settings must match the total | not create atest failure if the field is
number of ELs submitted through the traditional | populated in every record)
collection.

LCEN-114 The total number of EL students receiving 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
services from teachers in English Language 2. Any variance of 5 or less.
Development (ELD) submitted through CSISis | 3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
comparable to the number submitted through the |that it is not greater than 10%.
traditional collection.

LCEN-11h The total number of EL students receiving 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
services from teachersin ELD and Specialy 2. Any variance of 5 or less.
Designed Academic Instruction in English 3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
(SDAIE) submitted through CSISis comparable |that it is not greater than 10%.
to the number submitted through the traditional
collection.

LCEN-11c| The total number of EL students receiving 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
services from teachersin ELD and SDAIE with [ 2. Any variance of 5 or less.

Primary Language (L 1) Support submitted 3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
through CSIS is comparable to the number that it is not greater than 10%.
submitted through the traditional collection.

LCEN-11d The total number of EL students receiving 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.

services from teachersin ELD and Academic
Subjects through Primary Language (L1)
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the
number submitted through the traditional
collection.

2. Any variance of 5 or less.
3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
that it is not greater than 10%.
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LCEN
Test Test Allowable Variances
Number

LCEN-11¢ The total number of EL students receiving 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
instructional services other than those definedin | 2. Any variance of 5 or less.
tests 11a through 11d submitted through CSISis |3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
comparable to the number submitted through the |that it is not greater than 10%.
traditional collection.

LCEN-11f| The total number of EL students not receiving 1. Any variance that is 5% or less.
any English learner services submitted through 2. Any variance of 5 or less.

CSIS is comparable to the number submitted 3. Any variance of up to 10 providing
through the traditional collection. that it is not greater than 10%.

LCEN-12 | The total number of EL students receiving No allowable variance (this should
instructional services must match to the total not create atest failure if thefield is
number of ELs submitted through the traditional | populated in every record)
collection.

LCEN-13 | The total number of English Learners 1. Any variance that is 1% or less.
redesignated as fluent-English proficient since the | 2. Any variance of 2 or less. 3. Any
last census is comparable to the data submitted variance of 3 providing that it is not
through the traditional collection. Thisincludes |greater than 5%.
those students who are no longer enrolled at the
school.

LCEN-14 | The total number of teachers with aCTC 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
Bilingual Authorization, and who are providing | 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
primary language instruction, submitted through | 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
CSIS is comparable to the number submitted that it is not greater than 10%.
through the traditional collection.

LCEN-15 | The total number of teachersin training for a 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
CTC bilingua authorization, and who are 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
providing primary language instruction, submitted | 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
through CSIS is comparable to the number that it is not greater than 10%.
submitted through the traditional collection.

LCEN-16 | The total number of bilingual paraprofessionals | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.

(aides), and who are providing servicesto ELS,
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the
number submitted through the traditional
collection.

2. Any variance of 2 or less.
3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
that it is not greater than 10%.
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LCEN
Test Test Allowable Variances
Number

LCEN-17 | The total number of teacherswitha CTC CLAD | 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
or equivalent teaching authorization, or withaSB | 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
1969/395 Certificate of Completion, and who are | 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
providing ELD and/or SDAIE instruction to ELs, |that it is not greater than 10%.
submitted through CSIS is comparable to the
number submitted through the traditional
collection.

LCEN-18 | The total number of teachersin training for 1. Any variance that is 3% or less.
SDAIE or ELD teaching aut horization, and who | 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
are providing ELD and/or SDAIE ingtructionto | 3. Any variance of up to 5 providing
ELs, submitted through CSIS is comparable to the|that it is not greater than 10%.
number submitted through the traditional
collection.

LCEN-19 | The total number of Parental Waivers 1. Any variancethat is3% or less.
Requested submitted through CSISis 2. Any variance of 2 or less.
compar able to the number submitted through |3. Any variance of up to 5
thetraditional collection. providing that it isnot greater than

10%.
LCEN 20 | The total number of Parental Waivers 1. Any variancethat is 3% or less.

Granted submitted through CSISis
compar able to the number submitted through
the traditional collection.

2. Any variance of 2 or less.

3. Any varianceof up to 5
providing that it isnot greater than
10%.
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3. Mapping the Existing Form or Data Entry Method to Test
ltems

Language Census, Spring 1003 CDS Cade:
Calfomia Degariment of Education i L HERE
RanLC {ren 1IVFRIOT) Dibstrict sicai: o byps ll'n:\f'n-sl.r;rl

Eehool Hane: eonis COE for asastanc

Page 1 of 4
Instructions: Pleaso refor 1 he "Languago Consus instmacions, Formy 30, Spring 2003 and S Froguonlly Askod Oucsons® for
asaialance v compledng this fonm. These documents shookd De wsed while comBecting e censas and oompleding his 1o, These
doruments are both 2vallabie on o weh =ie Jl: hitpoivew.cda.ca.govidemo graphicsic

Software! Langusge Cemrs (L) dals iy De subowied ko B Califomia Depatment of Education {COE ) using the LC Dala Enlry
Assesand (LCOES) soltwane prosided Dy COE. ibedmel acesss and Wewdows 85 (0f Baler varsen of Windows) are required in onler i
Lz s sl bware, 1o Cleooss 10 ise DS soffeiane appecalkon, 4o NOT Suleil any pager Ko, Phaase check o 'wob slha sl

HERp iwasia i ca. smagraphiesie 1or mono indonmsation on the LCDE R acdlwara.

I o e Lsang the LCDEA, saftware, sUlemil comjsaiad Data =ubmission assistance:

data Vi Tl LCDEAS soffecara on or bedoro April 3, 2083 Dicendhy fucega, (916) 327008 dacegaifiode.ca gos

Shana Wise, {IF18) 2275027 swEseilote ca.goy

Englizh Learer program and policy infarmation:

I you are net using the LCDEA software, complete and
redim Lhas ongmal foem o COE onor before April 3, 2003

Iy Doavid Dodson, (S916] 3180068 dookeon@odae.ca oo
Educations Damogeaphics Office Jofge Gal (HE} 3190265 ) e o, o
Callonmes Dapatiim of Edustion
PO Bow Da4272

FAcramsln, 5 434437 T

Check the comrect submission option below: Please use an ink pen when completing this form.

u Mo English learner [EL} or Fluent-English proficient (FEP) students enrolled as of March 1, #003.

Complae the contad information and cerfificason balow and subrmil ondy this page of tha form by April 3, 2003,
OR..

[ v or fofe English learner (EL) and'or Fluent-English proficient (FEP] stisdénts enrolled as of March 1, 2002,
Caglede They cond acd infcrmmadion, corlicaloon and Pars 1 thaough Sof This o and satwnd &Gy Aol 3 2003

Contact Information
TTUMET TTRHe CF [l St SOt R e T

Certification Of Language Census

Certification - | Rereby Cartiy tnal the dala raportad onlhis Fanm & acodrabe
(IF soheanl daba ars compllad By ihe detict ofica, g snde cower laller whidh eefifien the seorasy of
tha dala for al scho o= may ba submitbed inslesd of anndwdud cedificalion for cach schaal |

Fhome

Sunalirne Prinlsdl s
Dale Tie Dale
Primary Language Codes (onky Ihese codlas may be used in Part 1 and Parl 5)
Code  Language Code  Langusge Lode  Language
11 Arabec 21 Heboss 41 Polish
56 Albanian X2 Hmdi 6 Porisguesa
12 Armanian X Hmong 2 Pungabi
42 AssyTian 4 Hungadnam A% Huimsnian
GE Bosnian 25 IR 9 Russan
13 Hummeso M Iedodwsian a0 SamoaEn
k3 Canloneass 2T Makan 52  Serbo-Crostlan (Sedtian)
W Cebusno (Visayan) {4 Japanese 1 Spamish
54 Chaldesn ¥ Khmer {Cambodian) 48 Taiwanese
My Charmomo (Gusems nean) 0 Khmo 32 Thai
¥ Chaoehow (Chivchow) 4 Kowean 50 Tgrinya
14 Crcalisn 51 Rundksh (Ko, Kuemanii) B Toishaness
15 Dudch 4T |aha 34 Tonhjan
16 Fars (Persian) W Lao 33 Turkish
05 Flpano (Plipno o Tagsiog) 07 Markianin (Pulongiiea) & Lmmalnian
17 French 48 [Marshaless 35 Ledu
18 Gemman 44 Muwn (Yao) 2 Vietnamese
19 Greek 4% Medeon
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Califormia Deparimand of Edecation
RA0-LC (e, 10020003,

Page 2 of 4

Comparability Criteria for LCEN 2003 (v 1.1)

County-District-School Code:

Part 1

English Learners (EL) and Fluent-English Proficient (FEP) students
Rt all EL andd FEF studeils enroBied a5 of March 1, 3K, Only lisl Baguages thal oomespond 1o e FEPSELS Tor this
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Cal#oimia Dearannsnd of Eduicalsm ,cuummct_g hool Code:
R30-LC frew. 1002002}

School Mame:

Page 4 of 4
Teachers and Bilingual Paraprofessionals Providing Services to English Learners

DMLY report English learner teachers and paraprofessionals who provicde services o English leamers reporied in Par 2 rows 10
through 14. Each teacher should onty be counted once in all of Parl 5 if a teacher holds a CTC bilmgual, S0AKE o ELD
authorizaton and is not providing services directly to English learners at the school, DO NOT report the teacher on this form.
It & teacher prossdes bodh Prsvany Languadgs Instruction AND ELD andéor SDARE, onfy count himydher once in section A.

If teachers teach at more than one silke, report them al the site they teach al the most, or if Bey are split equally,
chocse one site and report all of their time at that siie. DO NOT wse decimals to report hese teachers amd

(Iclcate tha nuniber of taschers who prosscd e instruction o Enclish leamens identfiod in Pam 2 roaw 13, and in soma e foey s

Teachers providing Primary Language Instruction to ELs and Bilingual Paraprofessionals providing services to ELs
10-12, 04 14} Please use an ink pen when completing this form.

L arupusage of Instnection Teachers providing Primary Languege instruction to ELs
Mumber of Teachars Mumer of Taschors in Humibes of Baingual
. wilh a CTC Bilingual | trsmmg for a CTC Bilingual §AppeReLiOngl
tice Language nams Authorizalon Avlhorizalon (aidles)
| ] b} {€] (<) ie]
20
Fal
22
23
24
5
26
27
28 | Totals (Sumof rows 20 - 27) @ @ @

20 |Tntal1'aachm providing Primary Language Instruction DG NOT nount thess

(Surnof row 28, oolumn ¢ and oolumn dj ::::;:;: th“

Maimber of feachers who prowide metrechon fo Englsh bkeamers sdentibed m Par 2, roavs 10 through 12, and mosome

Teachers providing ELD and/or SDAIE Instruction to Engllsh Learners
i
CA 505 [0S 13 of 14)

Teaches Assinments
SDAKE and SDAE ELD Total
ELL Ly Oy (s A+ b+ o)
Authrzaticen Cartifcaa i) 5 @ -

Tesachvers wilh & CTC CLAD of aquivakad leschng aahonzalion 17

Teachwrs wilh an 5B 1909395 Coniicale of Compdotion
Teachers m fraining for S0AIE or ELD teachmg st honz stion

Total teac hers providing ELD andior SDAIE instruction to English learners {Sum of rowes 30 - 32)

IR

= Summary of Teachers Providing Instructional Services to English Learners

34 | Total member of leachers providing English leames instnedional services {row 20 plus row 33) 34

Page 16 02/03/2003



California Department of Education Comparability Criteria for LCEN 2003 (v 1.1)
Education Data Office

4. Data Submission and Compar ability Process

4.1 Overview of Spring 2003 Data Submission and Compar ability Process

The table below is an overview of the key activitiesfor LEAS, CSIS and CDE staff participating
in the Spring 2003 parallel submission process of Language Census and CSIS data. A goal of
this process is certification of the LEA to discontinue submission of the Language Census
beginning in 2003 and to submit data only through CSIS. Following the table are the key dates
by which the LEA must make submissions in order to remain eligible for comparability in 2003.

On the next page is amore detailed listing of these same key activities. The detailed listing
should be helpful for those actually working on comparability.

DEa?feg?gs an‘é ﬁggi) Key Activities for Compar ability

4/03/03 1 | LEA submits Language Census data on or beforeto CDE.

Note: CS S participating LEAs are strongly encouraged to submit the
traditional Language Census data via the LC Data Entry Assistant software.
Paper submissions may delay the processing of comparability reports.

4/29/03 2 | LEA submits CSIS data files to CSIS Office and CSIS works with LEA to
review and clean-up data for transmission of first complete set of data (without
aggregate errors) to CDE.

3/03/03

4/29/03 3 | Last day for LEA to certify (Superintendent Role) first complete set of datafiles
to CDE. (LEAs not meeting this deadline will be dropped from the Spring 2003
comparability process.)

4/15/03 6/13/03 CDE runs comparability reports and sends them to LEA and CSIS.

a|bs

4/15/03 6/13/03 LEA, CDE and CSIS work to resolve comparability discrepancies (re-

submitting modified datato CSIS for delivery to CDE as needed).

6/13/03 6 | Last day for LEA to submit final CSIS data modifications to CSIS Office to
resolve comparability discrepancies. (LEAs not meeting this deadline will be
dropped from the Spring 2003 compar ability process.)

6/30/03 | 7 | Last for the CDE to receive the following:

1. Language Census data submission through CSIS.

2. Language Census Modifications to the CDE

3. Accommodation Proposals to the CDE
(LEASs not meeting this deadline will be dropped from the Spring 2003
compar ability process.)

6/30/03 7/15/03 8 | CDE makes final comparability determinations and notifies LEA and CSIS.
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4.2 Key Datesfor LEAS

4/03/2003 — Due date for LEA to submit Language Census data to CDE.

4/29/2003 — Last day for LEA to certify first complete set of data files to CDE. (LEAs not
meeting this deadline will be dropped from the Spring 2003 compar ability process.)

6/13/2003 — Deadline for LEA to submit all final CSIS data modifications to CSIS Office
to resolve comparability discrepancies. (LEAs not meeting this deadline will be dropped
from the Sporing 2003 comparability process.)

6/30/2003 — Deadline for LEA to submit to the CDE Language Census data submissions
through CSIS, dl final Language Census modifications, and accommodation proposals to
resolve comparability discrepancies. (LEAs not meeting this deadline will be dropped
from the Sporing 2003 comparability process.)

4.3 Detailed Stepsfor Spring 2003 Data Submission and Compar ability
Process

The table below is based on the key activities in the overview on the previous page. The key
activities are repeated in bold, and followed by more detailed steps as appropriate. This more
detailed listing is provided particularly for LEAS, to help them understand the process and know
what to expect.

D s ammliatiey | K€y Activities and Detailed Steps for Comparability

4/03/03 1 | LEA submitsLanguage Census data on or beforeto CDE.

Note: CS Sparticipating LEAs are strongly encouraged to submit the
traditional Language Census data via the LC Data Entry Assistant software.
Paper submissions may delay the processing of comparability reports.

3/03/03 4/29/03 2 L EA submits CSISdata filesto CSIS Office and CSISworkswith LEA to
review and clean-up data for transmission of first complete set of data
(without aggregate errors) to CDE.

2a | CSIS conducts validation checks to ensure files are complete, all required

Iterative process - fields are populated, all entries are valid, and conducts other checks similar to
advantage Language Census edit checks.

to the LEA to 2b | CSIS generates summary report for LEA.

start early 2c | CSISworkswith LEA to resolve errors.

2d | LEA resubmits data if necessary.

3/03/03 | 4/29/03 2e | LEA reviews the final summary report, and if satisfied, the superintendent
approves the transmission of the datato CDE.

4/29/03 3 Last day for LEA to certify (Superintendent Role)first complete set of
data filesto CDE. (LEAs not meeting this deadline will be dropped from the
Spring 2003 compar ability process.)
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Di?g%g’;‘:,ﬁf;bi) Key Activities and Detailed Steps for Compar ability

4/15/03 6/13/03 4 | CDE runs comparability reports and sendsthem to LEA and CSIS.

4a | CDE receives the data and runs it through an automated system to create the
comparability reports. (Each report will provide the data for every
comparability test, identify the tests that are not passed, and provide school-
level data for any test not passed.) [ See step 6 below for last date to submit
C3 Sdata modifications that will be subsequently reported by CDE.]

4b | CDE staff review the reports, create a cover summary report to note any
special circumstances or information about the submission, and email the
report and cover to both CSIS and the LEA.

4/15/03 6/13/03 5 | LEA, CDE, and CSIS work to resolve compar ability discrepancies (re-
submitting modified datato CSIS for delivery to CDE and repeating steps 2a

through 2e as needed).
> 5a | LEA reviews the package, focusing on comparability tests that have not been
passed.

. - If LEA believes CSIS data processed incorrectly, LEA contacts CSIS.
Iterative . If LEA believes Language Census data processed incorrectly, LEA
process — contacts CDE.
advantage - If LEA believes the comparability discrepancies are the result of its
toLEA to own inaccurate reporting of CSIS or Language Census, the LEA may
start early use any combination of the following resolution actions (described in

Section 5):

0 Resubmit CSIS datato CSIS.
0 Submit modifications to Language Census data to CDE.
0 Submit an accommodation proposal to CDE (see sample under

section 5.5).
5b | LEA decides how to resolve discrepancies and makes appropriate
submissions.
5¢c | CSIS aggregates any resubmitted data and transmits it to CDE after LEA
certifies.
5d | CDE reviews resubmitted data, Language Census modifications and draft
Ly accommodation proposal s throughout this submission window, emailing

responses to CSIS and the LEA. (The earlier an LEA submits data and
resolutions, the more opportunity for CDE and CS Sfeedback and
assistance.)

6/13/03 5e | Last day to submit draft accommodation proposal and effect CDE feedback
before the final accommodation proposal is due.

6/13/03 6 | Last day for LEA to submit final CSIS data modifications to CSIS Office
to resolve compar ability discrepancies. (LEAs not meeting this deadline will
be dropped from the Spring 2003 compar ability process.)

6/30/03 7 | Last for the CDE to receive the following:

1. Language Census data submission through CSIS.

2. Language Census Modifications to the CDE

3. Accommodation Proposals to the CDE
(LEASs not meeting this deadline will be dropped from the Spring 2003
comparability process.)

6/30/03 7/15/03 8 | CDE makesfinal comparability determinations and notifies LEA and
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Earliest and L atest
Dates (as applicable)

Key Activities and Detailed Steps for Compar ability

C3lS

8a

CDE conducts final review of data and materials resolving discrepancies. (As
soon as any draft accommodation proposal is ready for approval, CDE will
notify the LEA and request a final accommodation proposal with the LEA
superintendent’ s signature on a cover letter. CDE will work with CSSand the
LEA through any minor omissions or problems with accommodation
proposals during this time frame. If there are significant problems it will not
be possible to certify comparability and the LEA will need to participate in
parallel submission in the Spring of 2004.)

8b

CDE emails LEA and CSIS a final report, with notification that comparability
is complete and the LEA will be certified, assuming signature of the
comparability agreement.

8c

CDE sends final letter to LEA and comparability agreement to be signed by
superintendent.

8d

LEA superintendent signs comparability agreement and returns it to CDE.

4.4 Identifying Schoolsfor Spring 2003 CSIS Submission

It is important for the CDE to have an updated list of schools in each CSIS participating LEA.
From this list the CDE creates severa |ookup tables used by the CDE in processing your data

into comparability reports.

CSIS aso usesinformation from thislist in processing district data.

Without a correct list of schools in adistrict, both the CDE and CSIS will have trouble
processing your data, and returning reports to your representative.

4.4.1 Which Schools Submit Data

It is very important that the data represent al schools from which Language Census data are
expected. In general, Language Census data must be submitted for every public school serving
any of grades kindergarten through twelve, including community schools and community day
schools, Juvenile halls, court schools, and California Y outh Authority schools. Most counties and
afew digtricts administer schools that are jointly juvenile hall and community schools. In these
cases, The Language Census must be completed for community school students only. Based on
federal case law, charter schools must also submit the Language Census or comparable data.

4.4.2 Which Schools DO NOT Submit Data

The following types of schools are not required to submit a Language Census:

Preschools
Children’s Centers
Adult schools

Regional occupational centers
State Specia Schools
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4.4.3 New Schools/Closed Schools

Over 200 new public schools open or close every year in California. Submission of datafor a
school requires use of avalid 14-digit county-district-school (CDS) code. CDS codes are
assigned by CDE and it is very important that an LEA request a code as soon as they know that a
new school will open. It isalso important for LEAS to notify the CDE when a school closes.
There are four methods for updating a district’s school information”

Website: http://www.cde.ca.gov/schooldir
Fax: (916) 322-3257

E-Mail: rlarsen@cde.ca.gov

L etter: California Department of Education

Attn: CDS Update
1430 N Streset, Suite 3712
Sacramento, CA 94244

444 CreatingalList of Expected Schools

Both the CDE and CSIS organizations use a list of expected schools for data processing. If the
CDE expected school list does not match the schools that you are sending, then your data will be
incomplete and there will be a delay in moving your data into the CDE testing environment, and
consequently delaying our ability to generate and send Language Census comparability reports.
Therefore, it isimperative that each LEA CSIS representative check the list of expected schools
for your district and verify that the CDE has the correct information.

We recommend that each LEA reconcile the expected school list on the Education
Demographics website well before the submission process begins. At the Language Census
Coordinator web page will be a button titled “ Schools Expected to Submit Language Census
Data.” Enter your district’s password, and the schools in your district that the CDE expects your
district to submit LC data for will be displayed. If you need assistance with your password,
contact the Education Demographics office at (916) 327-0219. The web page is located at:

http:datal.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/Ic_login.asp

445 Participating Charter Schools

Participating charter schools submit data through the LEA that granted the charter. Thisis
important because any future aggregation of data by CDE or other clients using the data files will
include charter school data in the LEA totals.! By submitting this data through the district, the
district has an opportunity to review the data and prevent any misrepresentation.

! Unless the client specifically excludes data for charter schools.
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4.4.6 Non-Participating Charter Schools

In recognition of the unique nature of charter schools, CSIS and CDE have provided an option
for a charter school in a CSIS LEA to forego participation in CSIS, based on a joint decision
between the LEA and the charter school. This option is not available for any other type of
school. An LEA with one or more nonparticipating charter schools must make specific
agreements with CSIS and CDE about the identification of these schools prior to data
submission. For_any non-participating charter school, the LEA must continue to submit
that school’s data through the traditional L anguage Census collection process, even if the
L EA iscertified for CSIS submission only. CDE will maintain contact with that LEA for the
Language Census data cycle, in order to receive data for the ron-participating charter school(s).

If a CSIS LEA has a new charter school that does not wish to participate in CSIS, or a continuing
charter schools that wishes to discontinue CSIS participation, the LEA must notify the CDE in a
letter or memorandum witha copy to CSIS. The letter should identify the charter school(s) by
name and CDS code and should state that the school’ s data will be reported through the
Language Census collection process. The letter should be addressed to:

Education Data Office

California Department of Education
1430 N Street, Suite 3700, 3" floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

A copy should also be sent to the CSIS Office:

Cdlifornia School Information Services
770 L Street, Suite 1180
Sacramento, CA 95814

If a CSIS LEA has a nonparticipating charter school and there is a decision to report that
school’ s data through CSIS, the LEA should aso send aletter or memorandum, to that effect, to
the above address and with a copy to CSIS. If there are no other non-participating charter schools
in that LEA, CDE will discontinue Language Census communication with that LEA after the
LEA is certified as comparable.

Note: Failure to notify the CDE and CSIS office about non-participating charter schools
may delay the processing of your data through CSIS. Both the CDE and CSISrely on a
list of expected schools that is produced using information about participating and non
participating charter schools from each district (if applicable). Therefore, it isimperative
that districts notify the CDE of the status of charter schools.
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5. Methodsfor Resolving Compar ability Discrepancies

When the comparison of the CSIS and CDE Language Census data creates a discrepancy that is
outside the accepted tolerance range, there are three methods to resolve or successfully address
the discrepancy. The following three methods may be used in any combination:

Correct and resubmit CSIS data to the CSIS Office;
Submit Language Census modifications to CDE; or
Submit an Accommodation Proposal to CDE.

5.1 To Resubmit CSIS Data

Please work directly with the CSIS Office for instructions and support in submitting and
resubmitting data.

5.2 To Submit a Language Census M odification

There are two options for submitting changes to CDE. Option 1 isonly available to LEAS that
are using the Language Census Data Entry Assistant software.

Option 1 - Submitting changes using the L CDEA softwar e
This option may only be used prior to CDE’s processing of data submitted through the
LCDEA software.

1. Makeal changes to the LCDEA data using the LC-DEA software.

2. Submit the data using the “File’ “Submit data via Internet” option.

3. When you are prompted with: “These files have aready been submitted to CDE.
The files have not yet been processed. Do you wish to resubmit your files and
overwrite the original submission?’ prompt, click on the “Yes’ button.

4. If you receive the message “ The data from your district has already been
processed” you must use option 2 below for submitting modifications to your
data

Option 2 - Submitting changesvia FAX

1. Using the software or the LC Pre-cert Internet site, print a copy of the report that
was initially submitted to the CDE.

2. Cross out the incorrect data and insert the correct data to the left side of the same
cell. (DO NOT use white-out since it makes it harder to detect your changes).

3. Include a cover memo on district stationery that requests the attached
correction(s) and is signed by the district superintendent or Language Census
Coordinator. Please include a phone number and other contact information.
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4. Fax the cover memo and revised report to (916) 327-0195 or mail the cover memo
and revised report to:

Educational Demographics Office
Attn: Data Correction

California Department of Education
1430 N Street, Suite 3700, 3" floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

If modifications are received before the annual Language Census file is certified and posted on
the Internet, the changes will be made to this datafile. If the modifications are received after
certification, they will be used for comparability and referenced on the Internet, but changes will
not be made to the certified datafile.

5.3 To Submit an Accommodation Proposal

An Accommodation Proposal is prepared by the LEA, with a cover letter on district letterhead,
and the fina version is to be signed by the LEA superintendent. Since an Accommodation
Proposal is only necessary if there are discrepancies between CSIS and Language Census data,
the proposal should include enough information to give reasonable assurance that when future
data are submitted through CSIS, the data will be complete, accurate, and appropriate to use for
state reporting. While it is understood that the content of proposals will vary from one LEA to
another, based on the nature and cause of the discrepancies, some general guidelines follow:

The proposal should briefly describe the discrepancy and why it has occurred, and the
explanation should make sense in terms of the actual data from both CSIS and Language
Census.

For each discrepancy the proposal should clearly state whether the CSIS data are accurate
or the Language Census data are accurate.

If the LEA does not believe that the current CSIS data are accurate, the proposal should
explain what actions the LEA will take to ensure that the future CSIS data will be
accurate. If at all possible, some type of evidence of the change should be included (such
as samples of former and revised mapping schemes to resolve mapping errors, or internal
directivesto correct data population practices).

Organize the proposal according to the comparability test(s) where the discrepancy exists.
A simple format of the test label (such as LCEN-5b) followed by the narrative
explanation and resolution actions will facilitate review. If the same explanation and
resolution is applicable to multiple tests, these tests may be grouped together in the label.

5.4 Submission of a Draft Proposal

Since the final Accommodation Proposal must be submitted under the signature of the LEA
superintendent, we strongly advise that the LEA submit a draft proposal for review at least two
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weeks prior to the final submission date. The draft should be sent to CDE with a copy to CSIS.
The draft may be submitted by the person in the LEA who is working with CSIS data and it may
be sent by mail, email (preferred) or fax, using the contact information below.

We aso advise that a single accommodation proposal be drafted for the LEA, rather than
separate proposals for individua tests. Thisis for the sake of efficiency for al of usinvolved.

As soon as CDE receives a draft proposal we will review it and respond. Our plan is to use emall
to respond, because it will make our turnaround faster, and because it is easier to keep multiple
parties informed on the status of issues. Each response email will go to whoever submitted the
draft proposal with copies to the consortiafiscal agent and CSIS.

Submit draft Accommodation Proposals to:

Education Data Office
Attn: Accommodation Proposal
California Department of Education
1430 N Street, Suite 3700, 3" floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

_Or-
email: edo@cde.ca.gov

_Or_
fax:  (916) 327-0194
Education Data Office

Attn: Accommodation Proposal
California Department of Education
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5.5 Sample Accommodation Proposal

Thissample of adraft accommodation proposal is provided as reference for LEAS that
decide to resolve comparability discrepancies through an accommodation proposal .

Sand Dunes Unified School District

Draft Accommodation Proposal for Spring 2003 Language Census Comparability

Date: June 25, 2003

District CSIS Coordinator: Sandy Smith

Phone: (805) 555-1212

E-mail: ssmith@sdusd.k12.ca.us

The San Dunes Unified School District submits the following proposal to address test
discrepancies identified in the CSIS Language Census data submission dated on the CPACT
report 5/24/2003, batch number 207:

LCEN Discrepancies

LCEN-5 Number of ELs by Language

The CSIS data are accurate. The Language Census data reflects the number of ELs for each
language group based on beginning of year enrollment and the CSIS data reflect the number on
March 1. Thiswill be accurate in the future as the CSIS data are extracted based on the exact
date.

LCEN-6 Number of FEPs by L anguage

The CSIS data are accurate. The Language Census data reflects the number of FEPs for each
language group based on beginning of year enrollment and the CSIS data reflect the number on
March 1. Thiswill be accurate in the future as the CSIS data are extracted based on the exact
date.
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6. Appendices

Comparability Criteria for LCEN 2003 (v 1.1)

6.1 Appendix A —LCEN Comparability Test Mapping Guide

Appendix A maps individual test numbers to the file record layout and the Language Census form. The CDE Technology Services
Division (TSD) istheintended audiencefor this appendix.

6.1.1 LCEN Main Report

‘1’ inthe SUB_OPTION field,
match each CDS code in Record
Type A, Field 4 in the CSISfile
with the field CDS_CODE in the
CDE LCEN file.

LCEN Test Short Name Calculation L CEN Form Reference Notes
Number
General Test
LCEN-1 Schools match Match each CDS codein Record [N/A If the schools match, print
Type A, Field 4 in the CSISfile “ Schools Match” in the actual
with the field CDS_CODE in the variance column; if the schools
CDE LCEN file. do not match, print “schools do
not match.”
District Tests
LCEN-2 Same schoolsw/ no ELs For each Record Type A witha  [N/A If the schools match, print

“ Schools Match” in the actual
variance column; if the schools
do not match, print “schools do
not match.”

LCEN-3

#of ELs

Sum Record Type B fields 7
through 20 for field TY PE equal
to‘EL’ for al records from the
same LEA.

Row 1, Columnr
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LCEN Test Short Name Calculation LCEN Form Reference Notes
Number
LCEN-4 # of FEPs Sum Record Type B fields 7 Row 2, Columnr
through 20 for field TY PE equal
to ‘FEP for al records from the
same LEA.
LCEN-5 # of ELs by language Sum Record Type B fields 7 Part 1, Columnr for each EL  |In the description column, print

through 20 for field TYPE equa
to‘EL’ and field LC isequal to
the same language code for al
records from the same LEA with
3 or more EL’s per LC.

row by language

1-n rows under the initia
LCEN 5row. Ineach row,
print each language and
language code that is reported
for each “EL.” See exampleon

page B2.

LCEN-6

# of FEPs by language

Sum Record Type B fields 7
through 20 for field TY PE equal
to ‘FEP and field LC isequal to
the same language code for al
records from the same LEA for
all records from the same LEA
with 3 or more FEP s per LC.

Part 1, Column r for FEP row
by language

In the description column, print
1-n rows under the initial
LCEN 5row. Ineach row,
print each language and
language code that is reported
for each “FEP.” See example
on page B2.

LCEN-7a

# of ELs, K-6

Sum Record Type B fields 7
through 13 for field TY PE equal
to‘EL’ for al records from the
same LEA

Part 1, Row 1, columnsd
through |

LCEN-7b

# of ELs, 7-8

Sum Record Type B fields 14 and
15 for field TYPE equal to ‘EL’
for al records from the same
LEA

Part 1, Row 1, columns k and

LCEN-7c

# of ELs, 9-12

Sum Record Type B fields 16
through 19 for field TYPE equa
to ‘EL’ for al records from the
same LEA

Part 1, Row 1, columns m
through p
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LCEN Test Short Name Calculation L CEN Form Reference Notes
Number
LCEN-7d # of ELs, ungraded Sum Record Type B field 20 for  |Part 1, Row 1, Column g
field TYPE equal to ‘EL’ for all
records from the same LEA
LCEN-8a |#of FEPs K-6 Sum Record Type B fields 7 Part 1, Row 2, columnsd
through 13 for field TYPE equal  [through |
to ‘FEP for all records from the
same LEA
LCEN-8b # of FEPs 7-8 Sum Record Type B fields 14 and |Part 1, Row 2, columns k and
15 for field TYPE equal to ‘FEP |
for al records from the same
LEA
LCEN-8c # of FEPs9-12 Sum Record Type B fields 16 Part 1, Row 2, columns m
through 19 for field TYPE equal [through p
to ‘FEP for all records from the
same LEA
LCEN-8d # of FEPs, ungraded Sum Record Type B field 20 for  |Part 1, Row 2, Column g
field TYPE equa to ‘FEP for dl
records from the same LEA
LCEN-9a |#of ELs, Structured English | Sum Record Type A field 6 Part 2, Row 4
Immersion (SETENGIMM) for al records
from the same LEA
LCEN-9b # of ELs, Alternative Sum Record Type A field 7 Part 2, Row 5
Course of Study (SETALTCRSE) for dl records
from the same LEA
LCEN-9c # of ELs, Eng. Main.- Sum Record Type A field 8 Part 2, Row 6
Meeting Criteria (SETMAINCRT) for dl records
from the same LEA
LCEN-9d # of ELs, Eng. Main.— Sum Record Type A field 9 Part 2, Row 7
Parental Request (SETMAINREQ) for al records
from the same LEA
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LCEN Test Short Name Calculation L CEN Form Reference Notes
Number
LCEN-9e # of ELs, Other Sum Record Type A field 10 Part 2, Row 8
Instructional Settings (SETOTHINST) for dl records
from the same LEA
LCEN-10 # of ELs, Specific Instruct. | Sum Record Type A fields 6 Part 2, Row 9
Settings through 10 (SETENGIMM,
SETALTCRSE, SETMAINCRT,
SETMAINREQ, and
SETOTHINST) for all records
from the same LEA
LCEN-11a |#of ELsreceiving ELD Sum Record Type A field 11 Part 2, Row 10
(SRVELD) for all records from
the same LEA
LCEN-11b |# of ELsreceiving ELD and | Sum Record Type A field 12 Part 2, Row 11
SDAIE (SRV_SANDE) for dl records
from the same LEA
LCEN-11c |#of ELSELD and SDAIE |Sum Record Type A field 13 Part 2, Row 12
with L1 (SRVP1SUP) for al records from
the same LEA
LCEN-11d |# of ELsreceiving ELD and | Sum Record Type A field 14 Part 2, Row 13
L1 (SRVP1) for dl records from the
same LEA
LCEN-11e |#of ELsreceiving svcsnot |Sum Record Type A field 15 Part 2, Row 14
inlla- 11d (SRVOTH) for al records from
the same LEA
LCEN-11f |#of ELs, no services Sum Record Type A field 16 Part 2, Row 15
(SRVNONE) for all records from
the same LEA
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LCEN Test Short Name Calculation L CEN Form Reference Notes
Number
LCEN-12 # of ELsreceiving instruct. | Sum Record Type A fields 11 Sum of Part 2, Rows 10
services through 15 (SRVELD, through 14
SRV_SANDE, SRVP1SUP,
SRVP1, and SRVOTH) for al
records from the same LEA
LCEN-13 # redesignated FEP Sum Record Type A field 17 Part 3, Row 17
(REDESIG) for al recordsfrom
the same LEA
LCEN-14 # of tchrsw/CTC bil. auth. | Sum Record Type C field 6 Part 5, Row 28, Column ¢
providing L1 (CTC) for all recordsfrom the
same LEA
LCEN-15 # of tchrsintrng - CTC Sum Record Type C field 8 Part 5, Row 28, Column d
auth. prvdng L1 (CTC_TRAIN) for all records
from the same LEA
LCEN-16 |# of aidesproviding Sum Record Type C field 8 Part 5, Row 28, Column e
servicesto ELs (AIDES) for all recordsfrom
thesame LEA
LCEN-17 |#tchrsw/CLAD, equiv., |Sum Record TypeA fields18 [Sum of Part 5, Rows 30 and
or 1969/395 prvdng ELD |(CLAD_SANDE) 19 31, Column d
a/o SDAIE (SB_SANDE) 21
(CLAD_SONLY) 22
(SB_SONLY) 24
(CLAD_EONLY) and 25
(SB_EONLY) for all records
from the same LEA
LCEN-18 |#of teachersin training Sum Record TypeA fields20 |Part 5, Row 32, Column d
for SDAIE or ELD (TRN_SANDE) 23
providing EL D and/or (TRN_SONLY) and 26
SDAIE (TRN_EONLY) for all records
from the same LEA
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LCEN Test Short Name Calculation L CEN Form Reference Notes
Number
LCEN-19 |Thetotal number of Sum Record Type A field 27 Part 4, Row 18
Parental Waivers (PARWAIVREQ) for all
Requested submitted records from the same LEA.
through CSISis
compar able to the number
submitted through the
traditional collection.
LCEN 20 The total number of Sum Record TypeA field 28 Part 4, Row 19
Parental Waivers Granted | (PARWAIVGRNT) for all
submitted through CSIS is|recordsfrom the same LEA.
compar ableto the number
submitted through the
traditional collection.
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6.2 Appendix B — Language Census Compar ability-Related Reports (CPACT vs. Language Census; timing, pur pose)

LEASs participating in the Language Census 2003 comparability submission cycle benefit from understanding as soon as possible how the Language
Census data they submit to CDE through the traditional submission method must compare to the data submitted through CSIS. The CDE-CSIS
Education Data Office and the CDE Educational Demographics Office have developed a plan to provide the LEAs informational comparability
reports at two different points in the submission cycle. Both reports will have a similar “look and feel.” However, because they are produced at
different points during the comparability submission cycle, they will contain different information.

The first report will be available in the Language Census data entry software (Language Census Comparability Preview Report). LEA staff can run
this report as soon as data have been entered or imported into the Language Census software. This report displays the actual Language Census values
for each of the comparability test items for the selected Language Census data collection as well as the “range” the CSIS data must fall withinin

order to meet comparability tolerances. This report will also display the actual Language Census values for several “informational” items. These
informational items reflect the LEA’s Language Census values for data fields that are not being assessed in the comparability test criteria but may be
of interest to the LEA staff. LEA staff can print out the Language Census Comparability Preview Report and use it to compare against the CSIS data
as they prepare to make the Spring 2003 CSI'S submission.

The second report will be created and distributed by the CDE (CDE-CS S DIP Automated Comparability Processing — LEA Main Report). The
CDE-CSIS team produces this report when validated data are received at CDE from CSIS. For each comparability test item, this report displays the
actual Language Census value, the actual CSIS value, the variance between the two, and the tolerance (accepted variance between the two values). |If
the test item did not fall within the accepted tolerance, the report will also display an outcome of “Fail” (failed to demonstrate comparability).
Similar to the preview report, this report will also display the actual Language Census and CSIS values on “informational” items. Finally, the
Automated Comparability Processing Report will also produce a detail report that displays the Language Census and CSIS values for each school for
each comparability test item that fails to demonstrate comparability. This detail report will be provided to assist LEA staff research why the
Language Census and CSIS values are not comparable for a particular test item.

The Automated Compar ability Processing and associated detail report will be generated and distributed whenever the LEA submits revised data
through CSIS to CDE during the comparability submission cycle.

Additional information on these reports will be distributed to the FCMAT/CSIS team and the CSI S-participating LEAS prior to the start of the
Language Census 2003 comparability submission cycle.
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6.2.1 Sample CDE-CSIS DIP Automated Compar ability Processing—LEA Main Report

CPACT Version: 10.00

CSIS Data Dictionary Version: 01.10
Comparability Criteria Version: 2.0.1
POC: C. Schell

Report Run: 5/24/2003 — 2: 23:55 p.m.

CSIS Transmission date: 5/24/2003 - 12: 21:29
CSIS Data File Batch #: 00207

Page 1 of 4

CDE - CSIS DIP Automated Compar ability Processing — LEA Main Report

| Submission Cycle: Spring 2003 | Data Collection: Language Census | LEA: 59-64758 Sand Dunes Unified School District

Comparability Checks

Allowed Actual variance
variance of CSIS of CSIS value
value from Language from Language
Language Census Allowed Range Census CsSIs Census value Pass/
Test # Description value For CSIS Value Value Value N (%) Fail
e ——————————

+/- 3% 24 - 26

LCENS # of ELs by Language - 11 Arabic +-2 23-27 25 30 5 (20.0%) Fail
+/- 5 and +/- 10% 22-28
+/- 3% 213 - 227

LCENS5 # of ELs by Language — 56 Albanian +-2 218 — 222 220 230 10 (4.5%) Fail
+/- 5 and +/- 10% 215-225
+/- 3% 24 - 26

LCEN 5 # of ELs by Language - 16 Farsi (Persian) +-2 23-27 25 26 1 (0.4%) Pass
+/- 5 and +/- 10% 22-28
+/- 3% 97 -103

LCEN 5 # of ELs by Language - 22 Hindi +-2 98 — 102 100 101 1(1.0%) Pass
+/- 5 and +/- 10% 95 - 105
+/- 3% 213 - 227

LCEN5 # of ELs by Language - 32 Thai +-2 218 — 222 220 225 5 (2.3%) Pass
+/- 5 and +/- 10% 215- 225
+/- 3% 97 — 103

LCENS # of ELs by Language - 35 Urdu +-2 98 — 102 100 100 0 (0%) Pass
+/- 5 and +/- 10% 95-105
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6.2.2 Sample CDE-CSIS DIP Automated Compar ability Processing — Compar ability Item Detail Report

Report Run: 5/24/2003 — 2: 23:55 p.m.

CSIS Transmission date: 5/24/2003 - 12: 21:29
CSIS Data File Batch #: 00207

Page 1 of 5

CDE - CSIS DIP Automated Comparability Processing — Comparability Item Detail Report

CPACT Version: 10.00
CSIS Data Dictionary Version: 01.10
Comparability Criteria Version: 2.0.1
POC: C. Schell

| Submission Cycle: Spring 2003

| Data Collection: Language Census

| LEA: 59-64758 Sand Dunes

Comparability Checks

Allowed Actual variance
variance of CSIS of CSIS value
value from Language from Language
Language Census Allowed Range Census CsIS Census value Pass/
Test # Description value For CSIS Value Value Value N (%) Fail
e —————————
+/- 3% 24 - 26
LCENS5 # of ELs by Language 11 Arabic +-2 23-27 25 30 5 (20.0%) Fail
+/- 5 and +/- 10% 22-28
1111111 Sand Piper Elementary 10 11 1 (10.0%)
2222222 Crest High 15 19 4 (26.6%)
3333333 Tide Junior 0 0 0 (0%)
444444 Starfish Middle School 0 0 0 (0%)
+/- 3% 213 - 227
LCEN5 | # of ELs by Language 56 Albanian +-2 218 -222 220 230 10 (4.5%) Fail
+/- 5 and +/- 10% 215-225
1111111 Sand Piper Elementary 100 100 0 (0%)
2222222 Crest High 50 50 0 (0%)
3333333 Tide Junior 50 50 0 (0%)
444444 Starfish Middle School 20 30 10 (50.0%)
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6.2.3 Sample LEA Submission Summary Report

This report summarizes the results of comparability tests for the LCEN data collection, and may also reflect
LCEN amendments submitted by the Local Education Agency (LEA). Along with the accompanying main and
detail reports, this summary provides:

Assistance in identifying further LEA data modifications and/or local system modifications that
may be needed; and
Information on comparability status.

Current LEA Submission Information

LEA Name 5964758

CD Code Sand Dunes Unified School District
CPACT Report Date 5/24/2003

L CEN Batch Number 00207

Date LCEN ModificationsWere N/A
Received at the CDE

Date Draft Accommodation N/A
Proposal Received

Date Final Accommodation N/A
Proposal Received

Outstanding Comparability |ssues X

All compar ability | ssues Resolved

Note: **Please e-mail the Education Data Office at edo@cde.ca.gov if review of these reports result in CBEDS
amendments being sent to the Education Demographics Office.**

If you have any questions regarding these reports or the comparability process, please contact the Education
Data Office at (916) 324-6738.
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Current LEA Submission - CAPCT Test Item Discrepancies

Comparability certification is based on successful resolution of all CDIF, SIF, and PAIF test items. The following list of CPACT Test
item failures will need to be resolved prior to certification. The “LEA Resolution” column is to be filed out by the CDE once the district is
close to submitting an accommodation proposal.

Number of ELs by
language

End of Report

Appendix B — LCEN Comparability Related Reports B5 02/03/03



California Department of Education
Education Data Office

Comparability Criteria for LCEN 2003 (v 1.1)

Appendix C — Language Census 2003 Compar ability Test Reference Guide

LCEN Test Short Name L anguage Census Reference Referenceto Aggregation Rule
Number
General Test
LCEN-1 | Schools match | N/A 3.4
District Tests
LCEN-2 Same schools w/ no ELs N/A 3.5
LCEN-3 #of ELs Row 1, Columnr 4.6 through 4.20
LCEN-4 # of FEPs Row 2, Columnr 4.6 through 4.20
LCEN-5 # of ELs by language Part 1, Columnr for each EL row (4.5 through 4.20
by language
LCEN-6 # of FEPs by language Part 1, Columnr for FEProw by (4.5 through 4.20
language
LCEN-7a # of ELs, K-6 Part 1, Row 1, columnsd through (4.6 through 4.13
J
LCEN-7b #of ELs, 7-8 Part 1, Row 1, columnsk andl 4.6, 4.14 and 4.15
LCEN-7c #of ELs, 9-12 Part 1, Row 1, columns m 4.6 and 4.16 through 4.19
through p
LCEN-7d # of ELs, ungraded Part 1, Row 1, Column q 4.6 and 4.20
LCEN-8a # of FEPs, K-6 Part 1, Row 2, columns d through (4.6 through 4.13
J
LCEN-8b # of FEPs 7-8 Part 1, Row 2, columnsk and| 4.6, 4.14 and 4.15
LCEN-8c # of FEPs9-12 Part 1, Row 2, columns m 4.6 and 4.16 through 4.19
through p
LCEN-8d # of FEPs, ungraded Part 1, Row 2, Column q 4.6 and 4.20
LCEN-9a |#of ELs, Structured English Part 2, Row 4 3.6
Immersion
LCEN-9b # of ELs, Alternative Course of Part 2, Row 5 3.7
Study
LCEN-9c # of ELs, English Mainstream Part 2, Row 6 3.8
Class - Students Meeting Criteria
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LCEN Test Short Name L anguage Census Reference Referenceto Aggregation Rule
Number

LCEN-9d # of ELs, English Mainstream Part 2, Row 7 3.9
Class — Parental Request

LCEN-9e # of ELs, Other Instructiona Part 2, Row 8 3.10
Settings

LCEN-10 # of ELs, specific instructional Part 2, Row 9 3.6 through 3.10
Settings

LCEN-11a |# of ELsreceiving ELD Part 2, Row 10 3.11

LCEN-11b |# of ELsreceiving ELD and Part 2, Row 11 3.12
SDAIE

LCEN-11c |#of ELsELD and SDAIE with L1 |Part 2, Row 12 3.13

LCEN-11d |#of ELsreceiving ELD and L1 Part 2, Row 13 3.14

LCEN-11e |#of ELsreceiving servicesnotin |Part 2, Row 14 3.15
1la- 11d

LCEN-11f |#of ELs, no services Part 2, Row 15 3.16

LCEN-12 # of ELs receiving instructional Sum of Part 2, Rows 10 through  [3.11 through 3.15
services 14

LCEN-13 # redesignated FEP Part 3, Row 17 3.17

LCEN-14 # of teachersw/ CTC bil. auth. Part 5, Row 28, Column ¢ 5.6
providing L1

LCEN-15 # of teachersin training for aCTC |Part 5, Row 28, Column d 5.7
bil. auth. providing L1

LCEN-16 |# of aides providing servicesto Part 5, Row 28, Column e 5.8
ELs

LCEN-17 # of teachersw/ CLAD or Sum of Part 5, Rows 30 and 31, [3.18, 3.19, 3.21, 3.22, 3.24 and 3.25
equivalent or 1969/395 providing |Columnd
ELD and/or SDAIE

LCEN-18 # of teachersin training for SDAIE | Part 5, Row 32, Column d 3.20, 3.23 and 3.26
or ELD providing ELD and/or
SDAIE

LCEN-19 Thetotal number of Parental Part 4, Row 18 3.27
Waiver s Requested.
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LCEN Test Short Name L anguage Census Reference Referenceto Aggregation Rule
Number
LCEN-20 Thetotal number of Parental Part 4, Row 19 3.28
Waivers Granted.
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